lllinois Department of Transportation

Division ot Highways / Region 3 / District 4
401 Main Street / Peoria, lllinois / 61602-1111
Telephone 309/671-3333

December 12, 2005

BUREAU OF PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT
STUDIES & PLANS - PHASE |

lllinois Route 29 Study

Peoria, Marshall, Putnam & Bureau Counties
Job No. P-94-009-01

Catalog No. 032469-00

Mr. James Johnson

US Department of Agriculture

Natural Resource Conservation Service
2118 West Park Court

Champaign, IL 61821

Dear Mr. Johnson

The lllinois Department of Transportation is studying for a proposed highway
improvement in the lllinois Route 29 corridor between lllinois Route 6 in
Peoria County and Interstate 180 in Bureau County. An Environmental
Impact Statement is currently being developed for the project.

The proposed improvement has been developed by considering a number of
alternatives and by carefully reviewing the environmental impacts.
Representative of the Peoria, Marshall and Putnam County Natural Resource
Conservation Services, lllinois Department of Agriculture, and the lllinois
Farm Bureau were part of the IL 29 Resource Agency Technical Committee
for the project. The committee has met several times since it was formed in
2002 to discuss the project.

Enclosed are a location map, aerial exhibits, the AD-1006 form, the lllinois
Site Assessment Corridor Factor Score Sheet and a list of soils impacted. If
there is additional information that would facilitate your review and analysis,
please contact Ms. Paula Green of our office at (309) 671-3478 or by email at
greenpa@dot.il.us. :

eph E. Crowe, F
uty Director of t
gion Three Engir

VL:tdp\samgr2winword\std&pins\environmentietters\gvio001_james johnson_usda_it 29.doc
Enclosure

cc. Environment (P. Green)
IDOA (Attn. Terry Savko)
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3 - | U.5. Dapartment of Agriculture @
FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

Bate Ot Lang Evaluation Request

PART [ (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Mame Of Projeet

1L Route 29 Study Federal Agency Involved  grpra

Fropesed Land Ut o ghway ' o Wi Tshall, Putpam & Bureau - Lllinois
. Date: ﬁ:?gu&st. Received By SCS /2-__ 2 9 i 5 Ae vised

FART Il (To be compieted by SC5) S G
Does the site contain prime, unigue, s‘tatew_fiEe or iocal important farmland?. - Yos No. |Acres Irrigared Awerage Farm Size
{if no, the FPPA does not apply.— do not complete ageitional parts of this form), -0 . [] — L
Majerr Cropls) _ S Farmahle and In Govt, Jurisdiction” Arnount Of Farmiang Az Duflned in FPPA
Ceorn, g_ef‘b_fams Wheat= Hay | raemR G 633500 %G 7] A ! 695,900 % 91
Mame OF Lend Evaluation Syftem Used | Name OF Ldeat Gee’Assessmeny Symemm - | Date Leng Evaluation Heturned By 305

Aliernauve Site Rating

PART Wl [To be complered by Federal Agency) Site A Sitt B Site C e D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly ~ 1056
B. Total Acres To Be Converted |ndirectly 110 —
C. Total Acres In Site 1166
PART IV (To be compisted by SCS) Land Evaluation Information Y
A Total Acres Pime And Unigue Farmland: I . q l:a q
B. Total Acres Statawide And Local Important Farmiand - ' 8 & .

C.  Percentage Of Farmland In County Qr Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted | [,
D.  Percontags Of Farmiand 16 Govr, Jurisdiction With Sameé Q¢ Higher Relative Velue |- 4§ ) , %:
PART V (To be completed by SCSJ Land Evaluation Criterion . /§& | o N
. Relative Value OF Farmland To Be.Converted (Scale of O ta 186 Points) - :

PART VI (7o be comoleted by Federal Agercy) Maxirum
Sire Assessment Criterig (These crineria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b} Puint
"7 "Ares In Nonurban Use e - —
2. Perimeter In Nanurban Use /
~_3._Percent Of SiteBeing Farmed P - - .
4. Pratection Provided By State And L4tal Government e, allactet
5. Distance From Urban Built;gﬁa : ) N
B. Distance To Urban SupporjBervices ) [N [ S Usrdt cion-

7 Size Of Present Farm Ut Compared To Average_ . —_—

E. Crestion Of Nonfarprible Farmiand
9. Aveilability i?afm Support Services . -
10. On-Farm Inygsiments . o e
11. Effects O¥Conversion On Farm Suppart Services ‘
12. Comppfibility With Existing Agricultural Use

TOTASITE ASSESSMENT POINTS ' )@( 150
PART VIl {To be completed by Federal Agency) _ 8
Relative Value QF Farmiand (From Part V) /S‘D‘p‘ o ”3
;I;rcgag;s;;sem?;?}smem 7Erom Fart VI above or a jocal /5, 0* . ;o(,;" e
TOTAL POINTS (Toral of abuve 2 lines) 300 *| 2ee 29

Wat A Lacal Sire Assexsrnent Used?

Site Selected: Rate (f Selection . im‘tﬂ, . Ng X

- Pt i

-
Seaaon For Seiecin-y

¥ When utilizing Fhe St Sik fssess med  Coyridot Fachors, 15D points
QYe assigutd 40 Fhe Lawd Evaluahiow Por-l'imrjcznrd |50 Pafa/‘i'_}, are
Qssigmed 0 the Sife Assess mert PreRon , Fot 4 magi mum  Scove  OF

300 paim‘:‘a

[
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llinois Route 29 Study
P-94-009-01
Bureau, Marshall, Peoria and Putnam Counties, lllinois
Federal Highway Administration Funds

PART VI-B Maximum
llinois Site Assessment CORRIDOR Factors Points Site A
1. Amount of Agricultural Land Required 30 30
2. Location of the Proposed Alignlment 30 19
3. Acres of Off-Site Agricultural Land Required for Borrow Materials 15 15
4. Acres of Prime and Important Farmland Required for Mitigation 15 15
5, Creation of Severed Farm Parcels 10 5
6. Creation of Uneconomical Remnants 10 5
7. Creation of Landlocked Parcels 10 5
8. Creation of Adverse Travel 10 5
8. Relocations of Rural Residences and Farrn Buildings 10 5
10. Utilization of Minimum Design Standards 10 2
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT CORRIDOR POINTS 150 106
PART VI
Relative Value of Farmland 160 113
Total Site Assessment CORRIDOR Factors 150 106
TOTAL ILLINQIS LESA POINTS 300 219
041806

TS

TOTAL P.E3



lllinois Site Assessment Corridor Factor Score Sheet

Maximum South Central North
Factor Points Section Section Section
1. Amount of Agricultural Land Required (acres) 30 567 198 2901
2. Location of the Proposed Alignment 30 — — —
a. Percent of route utilizing existing pavement 33 47 40
b. Percent of route adjacent to existing alignment (but 0 63 38
not utilizing existing pavement)
3. A(_:r_es c_)f Offsite Agricultural Land Required for Borrow 15 Unknown
Mitigation
4. Ag(es Qf Prime and Important Farmland Required for 15 Unknown
Mitigation
5. Creation of Severed Farm Parcels (acres) 10 2,127.0 255.4 1,515.1
6. Creation of Uneconomical Remnant (acres) 10 11.9 2.9 2.1
7. Creation of Landlocked Parcels (acres) 10 44 689 12
8. Creation of Adverse Travel (miles) 10 154 0 3.6
9. Relocations of Rural Residences (RR) and 10 3 RR; 5RR; 4 RR;
Farm Buildings (FB) (Number) 19FB 7FB 22 FB
10. Utilization of Minimum Design Standards 10 See below
Total Site Assessment Corridor Points 150

10. Utilization of Minimum Design Standards: Throughout the IL 29 Phase | design process,
specific designs have been employed to minimize impacts to farmland. During the alternatives
screening process, alignments with greater agricultural impacts were eliminated. Specifically N-4,
which was east of existing IL 29 in the north section (near Putnam), and C-2, the bluff alignment,
were both eliminated. The bluff alignment affected 626 acres of agricultural land, 428 acres more than
the proposed project in the Central Section. The proposed project would maximize the use of existing
right-of-way and minimize new right-of-way required by widening the existing alignment where it is
practical and feasible. Bypasses were only recommended when they were the only feasible option.
Bypasses were recommended west of Chillicothe and west of Henry because building a 65-mph
facility through those communities would have displaced many businesses and residences and created a
barrier in the heart of the communities. The use of existing right-of-way was also maximized between IL 6
and Cedar Hills Drive (South Section) by locating the proposed alignment within IDOT's existing right-of-
way and selecting the diamond with a loop interchange at Cedar Hills Drive. Selecting this interchange
type minimized the impact to privately owned agricultural land north of Cedar Hills Drive. It should be
noted that the agricultural impacts of the proposed McGrath interchange are included in the impacts
reported on this form, but IDOT has indicated that the interchange would only be built when development
in that area is dense enough to warrant an interchange. In other words, the agricultural impacts in the
area surrounding the proposed McGrath interchange will precede the construction of the interchange
rather than be caused by the interchange.



SOILS IMPACTED
For AD-1006 Form

Prime, Important or Acres Prime, Important Acres

MUSYM Other Impacted MUSYM or Other Impacted
25G Other 7 379A Prime 73
28 Prime 74 379B Prime 74
37B Prime 50 398A Prime 23
54B Important 37 398B Prime 15
54D Important 8 399A Prime 8
77 Prime 25 399B Prime 27
87B Prime 148 406 Prime 1
88C2 Important 12 439B Prime 97
93E Other 1 536 Other 2
104 Prime 24 549G Other 1
107 Prime 5 570A Prime 8
132 Prime 15 570C Important 10
145B2 Prime 1 618E Other 1
148B Prime 4 857G Other 3
149 Prime 1 865 Other 5
150A Prime 8 883F Other 2
150C Important 4 2802B Other 4
152A Prime 6 3070 Other 1
198 Prime 12 3360L Other 1
199A Prime 1 3480 Prime 10
199B Prime 10 3480L Other 21
224D3 Important 7 7070 Prime 12
224E Other 5 7081 Other 9
233C2 Important 8 8077 Prime 8
282F Other 4 8107 Prime 2
290A Prime 60 8107A Other 25
290B2 Other 1 8368A Prime 41
304B Prime 134 w Other 9

344B Prime 1
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